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scientists to pursue high-risk, high-re-
turn fields that increase our Nation’s
competitiveness and scientific knowl-
edge, and it ensures we are able to at-
tract the brightest minds to our col-
leges and universities.

One area in which the National
Science Foundation is supporting U.S.
leadership in the sciences is in the
Laser Interferometer Gravitational
Wave Observatory Program, or “LIGO”’
for short. The LIGO program, which
operates an observatory in Central
Washington in my district, is trying to
detect for the first time the existence
of gravitational waves, which have
been sought by physicists around the
world since they were theorized by Al-
bert Hinstein. Their discovery would
lead to a greater understanding of the
makeup of the universe and would help
solidify our Nation’s lead in the field of
physics and astrophysics.

The President’s fiscal year 2008 budg-
et provides for the expansion of LIGO
and nearly doubles funding available
for the LIGO Hanford Observatory to
allow for more advanced research. I am
pleased that the National Science
Foundation Authorization Act sup-
ports this proposed expansion.

The LIGO program is not only an im-
portant investment in our Nation’s
science capability, but it also has been
an instrument of learning for local
communities. The LIGO’s Hanford Ob-
servatory was recently awarded one of
the first ever Science Education Advo-
cate Awards by the Washington State
Leadership and Assistance for Science
Education Reform, a partnership of
public schools and science institutions.
LIGO is an excellent example of the
National Science Foundation’s dedica-
tion to funding world-class research
while also helping to grow students’ in-
terest in the sciences.

Mr. Speaker, if America is to con-
tinue to lead the world in science and
the pursuit of knowledge, funding for
the National Science Foundation is es-
sential. The underlying legislation au-
thorizes the National Science Founda-
tion for 3 years at strong levels needed
to maintain and strengthen research
through the foundation.

But, Mr. Speaker, I am once again
disappointed that the Democrat major-
ity has once again missed an oppor-
tunity to provide consideration for the
National Science Foundation Act
under an open rule that would allow all
Members of the House to come to the
floor and offer an amendment during
consideration of the bill. The National
Science Foundation was last author-
ized in 2002, and at that time, the Re-
publican majority allowed the bill to
be considered under a truly open rule.
I am disappointed that the Democrat
majority has pledged a new era of open-
ness but so far has not lived up to their
commitment. Instead, it frankly has
tried to change the definition of what
an open rule is.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.
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Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I am very
much looking forward to the upcoming
debate on the National Science Foun-
dation reauthorizing that this rule al-
lows. In discussing the various pro-
grams and initiatives at NSF, we will
demonstrate how the Federal Govern-
ment can strategically and effectively
drive scientific discovery and innova-
tion.

The importance of the National
Science Foundation and its mission
must not be underestimated. While
America has been blessed with abun-
dant natural resources and defensible
borders, it is the innovative spirit of
our citizens that has driven this Na-
tion’s leadership in the global econ-
omy.

Throughout our history, we have
been willing to experiment, to take
risks, to constantly redefine what is
possible. That tradition has given us a
competitive advantage over other
countries that has created prosperity
for the Nation, improving the quality
of life for all our constituents.

As Members know well, our leader-
ship in the global economy is at risk
today. While we face rising threats
from countries like India and China, we
have also failed to make the necessary
investments in education, science, and
research and development to maintain
the foundation of knowledge that has
served us so well in the past.

This NSF reauthorization takes
great strides to remedy that neglect.
Most importantly, by committing to
double NSF funding over the next 10
yvears, we demonstrate that ensuring
the Nation’s competitiveness is of the
highest priority.

As the House continues to consider
items from the innovation agenda, the
importance we place on competitive-
ness will be demonstrated again and
again.

With that, I look forward to today’s
debate and continuing to move forward
on measures like this one that will bol-
ster innovation and competitiveness.

I urge a ‘‘yes” vote on the previous
question and on the rule.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1868, TECHNOLOGY INNO-
VATION AND MANUFACTURING
STIMULATION ACT OF 2007

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 350 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 350

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-

May 2, 2007

suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1868) to au-
thorize appropriations for the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology for fiscal
years 2008, 2009, and 2010, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be
dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Science and Technology. After general de-
bate the bill shall be considered for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. It shall be
in order to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Committee on
Science and Technology now printed in the
bill. The committee amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute shall be considered as
read. All points of order against the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute are waived except those arising under
clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. Notwithstanding
clause 11 of rule XVIII, no amendment to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except those
printed in the report of the Committee on
Rules accompanying this resolution. Each
such amendment may be offered only in the
order printed in the report, may be offered
only by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered as read, shall be debat-
able for the time specified in the report
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a
demand for division of the question in the
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All
points of order against such amendments are
waived except those arising under clause 9 or
10 of rule XXI. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. Any Member may demand a
separate vote in the House on any amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the Whole
to the bill or to the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House
of H.R. 1868 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone further
consideration of the bill to such time as may
be designated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Ohio (Ms. SUTTON) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). All time
yielded during consideration of the rule
is for debate only.

I yield myself such time as I may
consume, and I also ask unanimous
consent that all Members be given 5
legislative days in which to revise and
extend their remarks on House Resolu-
tion 350.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
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Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, House
Resolution 350 provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 1868, the Technology In-
novation and Manufacturing Stimula-
tion Act of 2007, under a structured
rule.

The rule provides 1 hour of general
debate to be controlled by the chair-
man and the ranking minority member
of the Committee on Science and Tech-
nology.

The rule makes in order five amend-
ments printed in the Rules Committee
report, each with 10 minutes of debate.
The rule also provides one motion to
recommit with or without instructions.

Mr. Speaker, I speak today in sup-
port of House Resolution 350 and H.R.
1868, the Technology Innovation and
Manufacturing Stimulation Act of 2007,
a bill which provides essential funding
to the National Institute of Standards
and Technology for the next 3 fiscal
years.

The United States Commerce Depart-
ment’s National Institute of Standards
and Technology strives to promote
U.S. innovation and industrial com-
petitiveness through the advancement
of measurement science, standards and
technology. Through numerous indi-
vidual laboratories, the NIST makes
important scientific contributions to
numerous scientific fields, from build-
ing and fire research to computer secu-
rity to biotechnology.

This bill will enhance the important
mission, putting the NIST on a path to
double its budget by the year 2017.
With this additional funding, the NIST
will continue to make important con-
tributions to public safety, industrial
competitiveness and economic growth.

This bill also allocates funding for
the Manufacturing Extension Partner-
ship, also known as MEP. These MEP
programs leverage Federal, State, local
and private investments to stimulate
new manufacturing processes and tech-
nologies. These new processes and tech-
nologies are a key component for en-
suring that American manufacturers
have the tools to compete effectively
and efficiently against overseas manu-
facturers.

The MEP program has proven re-
markably effective in my home State
of Ohio, where small and midsize man-
ufacturers face limited budgets, in-
house expertise and access to the new-
est technologies. MEP assistance pro-
viding training, expertise and services
tailored to the critical needs of Ohio’s
small and midsize manufacturers have
made a big difference. Through this as-
sistance, manufacturers in Ohio have
increased productivity, achieved higher
profits and remained competitive by
providing the latest and most efficient
technologies, processes and business
practices.

In 2006, as a direct result of MEP as-
sistance, my State enjoyed over $150
million of new investment and over
$500 million in increased or retained
sales. Companies in Ohio participating
in the MEP reported cost savings of
over $100 million. Through the contin-
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ued funding of this vital program, we
can bring these vast benefits to even
more small manufacturers across the
country.

Finally, and very importantly, this
bill allocates funding for the new Tech-
nology Innovation Program, which
funds high-risk, high-reward,
precompetitive technology develop-
ment by small and medium-sized com-
panies. The goal of this program is to
accelerate the development of tech-
nologies that will have a broad eco-
nomic impact on our technology mar-
ket.

Harvard Professor Daniel Bell once
said that ‘“‘Technology, like art, is a
soaring exercise of human imagina-
tion.” It is through the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology, the
Manufacturing Extension Partnership
and the Technology Innovation Pro-
gram that technology is given the wind
that it needs to soar. Even more impor-
tantly, through this bill, small and
midsize manufacturers will be given
the support they need to compete with
larger competitors in overseas busi-
nesses.

This bill will not only provide assist-
ance to American companies, like the
1,773 companies in Ohio that were
helped by the Manufacturing Extension
Partnership, but it will also create a
stronger and more vibrant American
technology industry. This is a good
bill, and it deserves our support.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in strong support of promoting
technological innovation, bolstering
the strength of our manufacturing in-
dustry and contributing to the overall
global competitiveness of American
business. However, I simply cannot
support the closed rule process brought
forward today by the Democrat major-
ity that prevents all but one Repub-
lican amendment from being consid-
ered by the House.

This rule represents a substantial
break with recent precedent because
the last time that a comprehensive re-
authorization of the National Institute
of Standards and Technology was
brought to the Rules Committee, the
Republican majority provided the
House with a completely open rule for
its consideration. I know this, Mr.
Speaker, because I had the privilege of
managing that rule for our majority,
and the Democrat minority position
was then ably handled by the current
chairman of the Rules Committee, my
good friend Chairman LOUISE SLAUGH-
TER.

Unfortunately, Chairwoman SLAUGH-
TER seems to have forgotten the merits
of providing the House with an open
rules process because today the com-
mittee that she chairs has provided the
House with a closed process, through a
restrictive rule, not an open rule, even
using the more lenient definition of an
open rule currently being employed by
the Democrat majority, which under
Republican leadership was reserved for
modified open rules.
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I include for the RECORD a copy of
this rule, H. Res. 474, which provided
for the consideration of H.R. 2733, the
Enterprise Integration Act of 2002, to
remind the majority that NIST reau-
thorization is, in fact, possible to do
under an open process.

H. RES. 474

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2733) to au-
thorize the National Institute of Standards
and Technology to work with major manu-
facturing industries on an initiative of
standards development and implementation
for electronic enterprise integration. The
first reading of the bill shall be dispensed
with. General debate shall be confined to the
bill and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Science. After general debate the bill
shall be considered for amendment under the
five-minute rule. It shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of
amendment under the five-minute rule the
amendment in the nature of substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Science now
printed in the bill. Each section of the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. During
consideration of the bill for amendment, the
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
may accord priority in recognition on the
basis of whether the Member offering an
amendment has caused it to be printed in the
portion of the Congressional Record des-
ignated for that purpose in clause 8 of rule
XVIII. Amendments so printed shall be con-
sidered as read. At the conclusion of consid-
eration of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have
been adopted. Any Member may demand a
separate vote in the House on any amend-
ment adopted in the Committee of the Whole
to the bill or to the committee amendment
in the nature of a substitute. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

Despite my objection to the rule, I do
want to support the underlying legisla-
tion which makes a number of positive
changes to an institution with a long
history of helping to keep America
globally competitive.

Since its inception in 1901, the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology has worked diligently to
achieve its mission of promoting U.S.
innovation and industrial competitive-
ness by advancing measurement,
science, standards and technology in
ways that enhance economic security
and improve the quality of life.

By focusing on its core mission of
stimulating innovation, fostering in-
dustrial competition and competitive-
ness and improving quality of life, the
NIST has become a valuable compo-
nent in the ongoing struggle that the
United States faces to remain globally
competitive.

This legislation authorizes appropria-
tions for NIST for the next 3 years,
most notably doubling the Federal
Government’s investment in physical
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science research, as proposed by Presi-
dent Bush’s American Competitiveness
Initiative. And this increased invest-
ment will yield real-world benefits
across a number of diverse sectors, in-
cluding developing performance stand-
ards for bullet-proof vests for our mili-
tary and law enforcement, chemical
and biological protection equipment
for first responders, and measurement
standards vital to leading-edge indus-
tries like nanotechnology and next-
generation solar cells that will help
America increase its energy independ-
ence.

This legislation strengthens over-
sight by requiring the NIST director to
submit annual programmatic planning
documents to Congress, ensuring that
the NIST budget is spent on activities
that meet the needs of American indus-
try, and that the increased funds which
the NIST is being entrusted with are
spent wisely.

This legislation also takes steps to
ensure the continued viability of the
workhorses of the American economy,
small and medium-size manufacturers.
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By reauthorizing the Manufacturing
Extension Partnership program, Con-
gress will help countless domestic
manufacturers to improve their manu-
facturing processes, reduce waste and
to train workers to use new equipment.

Mr. Speaker, I do appreciate the
work of Chairman BART GORDON and
my good friend, the ranking member of
the committee, the gentleman from
Rockwall, Texas, Mr. RALPH HALL, for
all of their hard work and bipartisan
cooperation on this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I include for the
RECORD the Statement of Administra-
tion Policy for this legislation.

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY

H.R. 1868—TECHNOLOGY INNOVATION AND MANU-
FACTURING STIMULATION ACT OF 2007, MAY 1,
2007

The Administration opposes House passage
of H.R. 1868 in its current form. The bill con-
flicts with the administration’s Research
and Development Criteria by diverting funds
from critical, high-return basic research to
support subsidized management consulting
activities and a Technology Innovation Pro-
gram (TIP) modeled on the Advanced Tech-
nology Program that was proceeding toward
termination last Congress, as the Adminis-
tration has proposed for the past five years.
These external commercial support pro-
grams would be authorized at a total of $223
million in Fiscal Year 2008, and would in-
crease by more than 18 percent in FY 2009.
The Administration does not support the
level of funding or the focus and structure of
the programs as currently reflected in the
bill. The Administration recognizes that a
Manager’s Amendment may be offered that
is intended to improve the bill by refocusing
TIP awards on areas of national need. How-
ever, the bill still permits grants to large
corporations, limits the role of universities
and national laboratories, and does not tar-
get major societal challenges.

The Administration continues to believe
that investing in basic research is a higher
priority. Last year the President proposed
doubling support for high-payoff physical
science research in the National Institute of
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Standards and Technology (NIST), the Na-
tional Science Foundation, and the Depart-
ment of Energy’s Office of Science over the
coming decade as part of the American Com-
petitiveness Initiative (ACI). Compared with
the amounts required to double NIST’s core
research and facilities funding, H.R. 1868 pro-
vides $22 million less in FY 2008 than the
President requested and authorizes less fund-
ing than the Administration recommends in
FYs 2009 and 2010. Such investment in NIST’s
core measurement and standards capabilities
has demonstrated a significant, and often ex-
ceptional, return to the economy. Studies
commissioned by NIST to evaluate the eco-
nomic impacts of its core standards activi-
ties generally show benefits far greater than
costs—the benefit-cost ratio across 19 of
these studies averaged 44:1, indicative of the
great leveraging of NIST’s work in the econ-
omy. The research funding increases for
NIST proposed in the ACI have been broadly
endorsed by the science community, most re-
cently in the ‘‘American Innovation
Proclamation’—a package of targeted rec-
ommendations by America’s business and
higher education leaders.

The House bill would divert NIST re-
sources from core basic research activities
toward less meritorious industrial policy.
The Administration urges the House to
amend the bill to address these concerns.

But despite my support for the legis-
lation’s goals, I encourage my col-
leagues to oppose this rule, so that this
legislation can be considered under an
open rule process that gives every sin-
gle Member of this body with a ger-
mane amendment an opportunity to
come down to the floor and to make
their case.

Mr. Speaker, the essence of what we
are here to do today is to help America
to become more competitive in the
global process. By doing this, what we
are saying is that by working with the
NIST, it is a collaboration that the
government has on behalf of and in
particular for technology.

Technology is what ultimately will
drive America well into this new cen-
tury to make sure that we solve prob-
lems, problems that have existed.
Maybe they are mathematical prob-
lems, perhaps they are problems of try-
ing to get people to work with new
equipment that they may have. But
the technology angle and the ability
that the Federal Government has to
take a proactive stand on behalf of
American competitiveness is the es-
sence of this bill.

For a long time, we have spoken on
this floor, Member-to-Member and as a
body, about how important it is for
America to understand the global com-
petition that faces America. Today is
an opportunity for us to come together
here in this Congress to make sure that
we are talking not only about that
which will help America, but to con-
tinue something that we have been
doing since 1901, and that is a govern-
ment program that works well with the
private sector to make sure that Amer-
ica is poised in its future to be pre-
pared for what lies ahead.

Mr. Speaker, at this time, I would
like to yield 8 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia, Dr. GINGREY.

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, let me
just thank my former colleague on the
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Committee on Rules, Mr. PETE SES-
SIONS, the gentleman from Texas. I re-
alize as we get busy running from pil-
lar to post around here, that he was in
the process of wrapping up, and it is
awfully kind of him to go kind of out of
regular order and give me the oppor-
tunity, knowing how committed I am
to this program, to take a few minutes.
I appreciate so much that opportunity.

I do rise to support the underlying
rule and the bill, H.R. 1868, the Tech-
nology Innovation and Manufacturing
Stimulation Act of 2007. I want to take
the opportunity to thank my chairman
on the Subcommittee on Technology
and Innovation, DAVID WU from the
great State of Oregon, for incor-
porating into this bill the many sug-
gestions and additions from our col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle, as
well as the administration. The final
legislation is a better product because
of that, and, DAVID WU, I thank you so
much.

Last year, with his American Com-
petitiveness Initiative, President Bush
provided a vision to maintain Amer-
ica’s position in the global market-
place by actually doubling the invest-
ment in physical science research over
the next 10 years. H.R. 1868 helps fulfill
that mission.

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill
is to authorize appropriations for fiscal
years 2008, 2009 and 2010 for the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, NIST we know it as. It is an
agency in the Department of Com-
merce and one of the three agencies
highlighted by the President’s Amer-
ican Competitiveness Initiative.

NIST has an annual operating budget
of about $843 million. It operates in two
locations. The headquarters, of course,
are in Gaithersburg, Maryland, I have
had a great visit there with Dr. Jeffrey,
the Director. There is also the facility
at the University of Colorado in Boul-
der.

NIST employs 2,900 scientists, engi-
neers, technicians and administrative.
These employees all play a critical role
in this research, which enables cutting-
edge technologies to make the leap
from basic research into successful
commercial products. NIST labs ac-
complish this goal by conducting re-
search that supports United States
technology infrastructure by devel-
oping tools to measure, evaluate and
standardize processes and products in
almost all industrial sectors.

For example, NIST labs develops per-
formance standards for bulletproof
vests, chemical and biological protec-
tion equipment guides for first re-
sponders, measurement standards vital
to sustaining cutting-edge industries
like nanotechnology, we are doing
some great work at my alma mater,
the Georgia Institute of Technology,
on nanotechnology, and, of course,
next generation solar cells.

The Technology Innovation and Man-
ufacturing Stimulation Act codifies
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the American Competitiveness Initia-
tive by authorizing 3 years of the pro-
posed 10-year doubling for NIST labora-
tories and construction budget. That
indeed is exactly what the administra-
tion asked us to do. That is exactly
what Chairman WU has done and the
Science Committee has done.

H.R. 1868 also strengthens oversight
of NIST programs by requiring the di-
rector to submit to Congress annual
programmatic planning documents and
requiring NIST’s Technical Advisory
Board to comment on those plans. This
will ensure that the budget of NIST is
spent on activities that meet the needs
of American industry and that Con-
gress is kept abreast of how NIST plans
to use its increased funding.

Manufacturing is so fundamental,
Mr. Speaker, to our Nation’s economic
vitality. Manufacturing jobs continue
to pay more than the average U.S. sal-
aries and they provide better benefits.

Mr. Speaker, a strong manufacturing
base is so critical to U.S. economic
competitiveness. H.R. 1868 supports
small and medium-sized manufacturers
by reauthorizing the highly successful
Manufacturing Extension Partnership.
I know every Member is enthusiastic
about Manufacturing Extension Part-
nerships. We refer to them as MEPs.
They are wonderful. They are great
programs. They help businesses im-
prove manufacturing processes, reduce
waste, they train workers to use new
equipment.

The MEP program receives one-third
of its funding from the Federal Govern-
ment, one-third from the States, and,
yes, one-third from fees charged to the
participating small businesses, these
potential small business manufactur-
ers. This MEP program has over 350 of-
fices located in all 50 States and Puerto
Rico. In my great State of Georgia, and
again, I mention my alma mater, Geor-
gia Tech, plays a critical role in suc-

cessfully coordinating the efforts
across the State for these MEP pro-
grams.

H.R. 1868 improves the MEP program
by incorporating changes that have
passed the House in both the 108th and
109th Congresses. These changes in-
clude the codification of an MEP advi-
sory board, the establishment of grant
programs to research and identify in-
novative manufacturing technologies
and the formation of research fellow-
ships.

I know my colleagues and I can all
agree that small and medium-sized
manufacturers are the workhorses of
our economy. Their future depends on
our ability to foster an innovative en-
vironment which will enable them to
continue developing and adopting ad-
vanced technologies that allow them to
remain competitive in the ever-in-
creasing global marketplace.

Our country’s current system of collabora-
tion with university and national lab-based
basic research is the best in the world. How-
ever, many experts agree that in the phase
between science-based “inventions” and com-
mercially viable “innovation,” inefficiencies
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exist in our capital markets that contribute to
the funding gap for early stage technology de-
velopment.

Currently, the Advanced Technology Pro-
gram at NIST provides cost-shared funding to
bridge the technology development gap for re-
search with potential to deliver widespread
economic benefits that would likely not be de-
veloped because private sector capital is un-
available.

H.R. 1868 repeals the Advanced Tech-
nology Program, ATP, and establishes the
Technology Innovation Program, TIP, which
will award cost-shared grants to small and me-
dium-sized businesses and joint ventures in-
cluding universities to pursue high-risk tech-
nologies with potential significant broad bene-
fits to the Nation.

The new Technology Innovation Program in-
corporates recommendations made by the
Bush administration to improve and update the
former ATP program to make it more effective
in promoting technology transfer that will ben-
efit our entire Nation.

Mr. Speaker, past ATP funding advanced
technologies for the next-generation auto
equipment and techniques including: robotic
welding, ceramic coatings, and reinforced
plastics as strong as steel. One project dra-
matically improved the fit of a car body’s 300
stamped parts. This advancement may save
consumers and automakers up to $650 million
in annual maintenance costs.

Mr. Speaker, | again want to underline my
whole-hearted support for the underlying legis-
lation and urge my colleagues to do the same.

Mr. Speaker, let me just say that
what we are doing here today in regard
to the NIST program is so important to
our economy. We worry about jobs. We
worry on both sides of the aisle. We
talk about that. Every month we look
at the number of jobs that were cre-
ated. It is a barometer that is watched
s0 closely by the Members of Congress,
both Republican and Democrat, and by
the people back home.

This is really what this is all about,
these kinds of programs. We can fight
about a lot of things, but we shouldn’t
fight about funding the National
Science Foundation and the NIST pro-
gram and the Manufacturing Extension
Partnership and anything like that,
like last week when we passed those
two bills to improve math and science
education in this country.

We have to compete globally. Yes, we
are in a shooting war in the Middle
East and we want to give our soldiers
an opportunity to win, but we need to
give ourselves an opportunity to win
this economic battle of the global
economy, and that is what it is all
about.

Mr. Speaker, I want to again under-
line my whole-hearted support for the
underlying legislation. I urge my col-
leagues, as I know they will, to support
it.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. Wvu), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Technology and Innova-
tion.

Mr. WU. I thank the gentlewoman.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the
rule for consideration of H.R. 1868, the
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Technology Innovation and Manufac-
turing Stimulation Act of 2007. H.R.
1868 is a bill which will bolster innova-
tion and our manufacturing base and
enhance national economic competi-
tiveness.

The bill was ordered reported by a
unanimous vote of the Committee on
Science and Technology on April 25,
2007. The bill puts the National Insti-
tute of Standards and Technology,
NIST, on a 10-year path to doubling as
an investment in our innovation fu-
ture.

H.R. 1868 is a comprehensive author-
ization bill for NIST’s Scientific and
Technical Research and Services, In-
dustrial Technology Services and Con-
struction Research Facilities accounts.
NIST has not had a comprehensive au-
thorization bill since 1992.

I want to highlight that H.R. 1868 is
a bipartisan product of the Science and
Technology Committee. I worked
closely with Ranking Member HALL
and with Dr. GINGREY. I want to thank
Dr. GINGREY for coming to the floor
and speaking on behalf of this bill and
rule this morning. I worked closely
with Dr. EHLERS in developing this leg-
islation. They were original cosponsors
of the bill.

We adopted several amendments at
the subcommittee and full committee
markup, and we have a stronger bill as
a result of this bipartisan effort.

This bill has been endorsed by
TechNet, the Alliance For Science &
Technology Research in America, the
American Small Manufacturers Coali-
tion, the American Association of Uni-
versities, the National Association of
State Universities and Land Grant Col-
leges and dozens of other organiza-
tions, companies and individuals.

Mr. Speaker, the Rules Committee
has crafted an appropriate rule, and I
would urge my colleagues to support
the rule and the underlying legislation.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, as you
can see by the last two speakers, the
gentleman from Georgia (Dr. GINGREY)
and the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
WU), they have approached this subject
not only in a bipartisan way, but with
a genuine friendship to each other in
trying to promote NIST as well as
American competitiveness. I think this
flows all the way to the top, where
Chairman BART GORDON and ranking
member RALPH HALL have worked very
diligently on this. I think it is a good
thing when we are able to work in the
Congress on behalf of the American
people, in this case for the NIST lab-
oratories.

I would like to talk for just a minute,
if I can, about more of what they do,
because I think it is an interesting ex-
ercise to go through.

Between 3 and 6 percent of the U.S.
gross domestic products is attributed
to measurements and measurement-re-
lated operations that rely on the NIST
for accuracy, reliability and for inter-
national recognition. The NIST X-ray
standards and proficiency tests ensure
proper radiation exposure levels in
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more than 9,000 facilities that perform
more than 30 million mammograms
yearly.

The NIST Internet time services are
being used by NASDAQ, a key compo-
nent of our wonderful American system
of financial integrity, for NASDAQ
members to time stamp hundreds of
billions of dollars worth of stock trades
and other financial transactions that
are conducted in business every single
day.

The United States, for the last 35
years, has helped the Federal Bureau of
Investigation, the FBI. During part of
that time my father, for eight of those
years, served as Director of the FBI.
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The NIST helps improve the process
of matching fingerprints found at
crime scenes or collected from suspects
with those that are on file. In coopera-
tion with the American National
Standards Institute, the NIST also de-
veloped a uniform way for fingerprint
identification data to be exchanged be-
tween different jurisdictions and be-
tween scanning machines made by dif-
ferent manufacturers.

The Malcolm Baldridge National
Quality Award, the Nation’s highest
honor awarded by the President of the
United States to U.S. organizations for
their performance excellence in quality
achievement, is managed by the NIST,
and the award criteria are used by
thousands of companies, hospitals, and
schools to improve their products and
services all across the United States.

The total economic benefit of the
NIST Baldridge National Quality Pro-
gram, which receives only a small
amount of Federal funding, is esti-
mated at almost $25 billion for a stun-
ning benefit-cost ratio of 207 to 1.

Mr. Speaker, we are talking about
something that is a laboratory that all
Americans can be proud of. I came
from a research organization years ago
in New Jersey where I had a chance to
also work in a lab. This lab is an asset
to America. But, Mr. Speaker, it is
part of an overall comprehensive and
complex way that the United States
chooses to do business not only in this
country, but also to lead the world.

I found it interesting that just a few
weeks ago there was a report issued by
the Financial Times, which is a news-
paper that reports on international
monetary circumstances, and it re-
ported that now the 25-member EU
countries have a combined GDP that
equals that of the United States of
America, 26 member countries from the
EU. But if you read on, you see that
they now have a combined GDP that
equals the United States where we
were in 1985.

America truly is the world leader. We
are the world leader in commerce and
activities that create better lives for
people. The EU is struggling. They are
struggling because of high taxes, rules
and regulations, and a single-payer sys-
tem in health care, those things that
we here in the United States Congress
also debate and talk about.
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And because we have a chance to
have something like the NIST as well
as a free-enterprise system that is vi-
brant here in America, because we shut
off the heavy rules and regulations, the
heavy taxation, and those things that
would be related to a single-payer sys-
tem for health care, we have been able
to move America economically in the
world marketplace.

So Republicans today come to the
floor in full appreciation and respect
with our colleagues to say we want to
continue what this lab does, but we are
also asking for them at the same time
to recognize that growing medium and
small business, ensuring that America
stays competitive, and, most impor-
tantly, that we are prepared for the fu-
ture where our competitors might be is
what really this Congress should be
doing.

Today is a small piece, part, a com-
ponent of that competitiveness model
that will keep America going, and I am
proud to be a part of that.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. SUTTON. Mr. Speaker, it is time
we put some teeth behind our rhetoric
about helping our manufacturers and
promoting innovation and industrial
competitiveness. While there are many
things that must be done on many dif-
ferent fronts to see real improvements,
passing the Technology Innovation and
Manufacturing Stimulation Act today
is one very positive action we can take
for manufacturers in Ohio and across
the Nation.

It also tells those involved in meas-
urement science, standards and tech-
nology, and those working to con-
tribute to public safety, industrial
competitiveness and economic growth
that we are behind their efforts.

As I said earlier, when we support the
National Institute of Standards and
Technology, the Manufacturing Exten-
sion Partnership, and the Technology
Innovation Program, we are not only
talking the talk, we are walking the
walk. For this reason, I urge a ‘‘yes”
vote on the previous question and on
the rule.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time, and I move the previous
question on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
question is on the resolution.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question are post-
poned.

The

May 2, 2007

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 1429, IMPROVING HEAD
START ACT OF 2007

Ms. CASTOR. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 348 and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 348

Resolved, That at any time after the adop-
tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the
House resolved into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1429) to reau-
thorize the Head Start Act, to improve pro-
gram quality, to expand access, and for other
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall
be dispensed with. All points of order against
consideration of the bill are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
General debate shall be confined to the bill
and shall not exceed one hour equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Committee
on Education and Labor. After general de-
bate the bill shall be considered for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. It shall be
in order to consider as an original bill for the
purpose of amendment under the five-minute
rule the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Committee on
Education and Labor now printed in the bill.
The committee amendment in the nature of
a substitute shall be considered as read. All
points of order against the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute are
waived except those arising under clause 9 or
10 of rule XXI. Notwithstanding clause 11 of
rule XVIII, no amendment to the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute
shall be in order except those printed in the
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution. Each such amend-
ment may be offered only in the order print-
ed in the report, may be offered only by a
Member designated in the report, shall be
considered as read, shall be debatable for the
time specified in the report equally divided
and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment,
and shall not be subject to a demand for divi-
sion of the question in the House or in the
Committee of the Whole. All points of order
against such amendments are waived except
those arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI.
At the conclusion of consideration of the bill
for amendment the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted. Any
Member may demand a separate vote in the
House on any amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole to the bill or to the
committee amendment in the nature of a
substitute. The previous question shall be
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

SEC. 2. During consideration in the House
of H.R. 1429 pursuant to this resolution, not-
withstanding the operation of the previous
question, the Chair may postpone further
consideration of the bill to such time as may
be designated by the Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. CASTOR) is
recognized for 1 hour.

Ms. CASTOR. For the purpose of de-
bate only, I yield the customary 30
minutes to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-BALART). All time
yielded during consideration of the rule
is for debate only.
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